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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4, 6-8, and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Satapathy (20040203607). 

Regarding claim 1, Satapathy discloses a method comprising: detecting that a 
connection is lost while a call is in progress (determining that a call in which the mobile 
station is engaged is dropped, see p. 2, [0031]-[0032], p. 7, [0097]), prompting for a 
message in response to the detecting (when MS detects a call-drop, it prompts the user 
to record the user's speech, see p. 7, [0100], [0103]-[0104]), and saving the message 
until the connection is available (MS plays the recorded speech signal to the other party 
as soon as a connection is reestablished, see p. 8, [0111]). 

Regarding claim 2, as applied to claim 1 , Satapathy further discloses further 
comprising sending the message after the connection is available (MS plays the 
recorded speech signal to the other party as soon as a connection is reestablished, see 
p.8, [0111]). 
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Regarding claim 3, as applied to claim 2, Satapathy further discloses wherein 
the sending comprises sending the message to a party of the call (MS plays the 
recorded speech signal to the other party as soon as a connection is reestablished, see 
p.8,[0111]). 

Regarding claim 4, as applied to claim 3, Satapathy further discloses wherein 
the sending further comprises sending the message to a party of the call (MS 12 can 
engage in a call with an entity 28, through the BTS 16 which is coupled to BSC 18, see 
fig. 1, p.2, [0022]-[0023]) via a server (BSC 18, see figs. 1, and 3, p.2, [0030]). 

Regarding claim 6, Satapathy discloses an apparatus (MS 12, see fig. 1, p.2, 
[0022]) comprising: means for receiving at least one message (when MS detects a call- 
drop, it prompts the user to record the user's speech, see p. 7, [0100], [0103]-[0104]), 
means for saving the at least one message until a connection is available (the MS may 
store the data in memory or record the user's speech, see p.7, [0100]), and means for 
sending the at least one message after the connection is available (MS plays the 
recorded speech signal to the other party as soon as a connection is reestablished, see 
p.8,[0111]). 

Regarding claim 7, as applied to claim 6, Satapathy further discloses further 
comprising means for detecting that the connection is unavailable (determining that a 
call in which the mobile station is engaged is dropped, see p.2, [0031]-[0032], pj } 
[0097]). 

Regarding claim 8, as applied to claim 6, Satapathy further discloses wherein 
the means for sending the at least one message further comprises means for sending 
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the at least one message (voice call or data session, see p.2, [0023]) to a designated 
recipient (entity 28 or entity 30, see fig. 1, p.2, [0023]) via a server (MS 12 can engage 
in a call with an entity 28, through the BTS 16 which is coupled to BSC 18, see fig. 1, 
p.2, [0022]-[0023]) via a server (BSC 18, see figs. 1, and 3, p.2, [0030]). 

Regarding claim 11, Satapathy discloses a signal bearing medium (MS 12 with 
data storage 42 and processor 40, see fig. 2, p.2, [0027]) encoded with instructions 
(data storage 42 may hold instructions executable by the processor 40, see p. 2, 
[0048]), wherein the instructions when executed comprise: detecting that a connection 
is lost while a call is in progress (determining that a call in which the mobile station is 
engaged is dropped, see p.2, [0031]-[0032], p.7, [0097]), prompting for a message in 
response to the detecting (when MS detects a call-drop, it prompts the user to record 
the user's speech, see p.7, [0100], [0103]-[0104]), receiving the message in response to 
the prompting (when MS detects a call-drop, it prompts the user to record the user's 
speech, see p.7, [0100], [0103]-[0104]), determining whether the connection is available 
(MS determines if a call has been dropped and a participant can be allowed to continue 
communicating, see p.7, [0093]), if the connection is unavailable, saving the message 
until the connection is available, and sending the message to a party of the call after the 
connection is available (MS plays the recorded speech signal to the other party as soon 
as a connection is reestablished, see p.8, [01 11]). 



Application/Control Number: 10/660,218 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2686 

3. Claims 16, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Mckay (20020187788). 

Regarding claim 16, Mckay discloses a server (a server computer is coupled to 
the BSC, see p.2, [0023]) comprising: a processor (central processor unit, see p.2, 
[0023]), a storage device (memory, see p.2, [0023]) encoded with instructions (software 
programs, see p.2, [0024]), wherein the instructions when executed on the processor 
comprise: receiving a command (server computer receives instructions from the second 
party, see p.4, [0037]), wherein the command designates a destination (the instructions 
from the second party to attempt a reconnection with the first party, see p.4, [0037]) and 
a criteria (calling party number, see p.4 [0039]), retrieving at least one saved message 
(call context is stored in a storage device in the server, see p.4, [0040]) based on the 
criteria (server computer goes back to the context stored in a database in attempting 
restore disconnected call, see p.4, [0040]), determining whether a connection is 
available (server attempts to restore pre-disconnection status to the connection, see 
p.4, [0040]), and when the connection is available, sending the at least one saved 
message to the destination (BSC restores lost connection with the mobile terminal, and 
the subscriber can continue with prior activities, see p.4, [0036], [0039], [0041]). 

Regarding claim 17, as applied to claim 16, Mckay further discloses wherein the 
criteria further comprise an identification of a sender (calling party number, see p.4, 
[0039]) that previously sent the saved message via the server (two or more entities 
involved in a telephone or data call via telecommunications equipment, see p.4, [0033]- 
[0034]). 
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Regarding claim 18, as applied to claim 16, Mckay further discloses wherein the 
criteria further comprise an identification of a receiver (called party number see p.4, 
[0039]) that previously received the saved message from the server (two or more 
entities involved in a telephone or data call via telecommunications equipment, see p.4, 
[0033]-[0034]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 5, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Satapathy (20040203607) in view of Provost et al (20040203948). 

Regarding claim 5, as applied to claim 4, Satapathy discloses the claimed 
invention except further comprising receiving an acknowledgement from the server, and 
presenting the acknowledgement. 

In the same field of endeavor, Provost et al teaches receiving an 
acknowledgement from the server (acknowledgement of the receipt of the SMS 
message by mobile terminal 2 is sent through the intermediary server 3 to the initial 
sender of the message, see fig. 1, p.4, [0107]), and presenting the acknowledgement 
(acknowledgement of the receipt of the SMS message by mobile terminal 2 is sent 
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through the intermediary server 3 to the initial sender of the message by email, see fig. 
1,p.4,[0107]). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Provost et al into the system of Satapathy for the benefit of 
providing a means for acknowledging that the destination mobile terminal has read a 
message sent from a transmitter terminal. 

Regarding claim 9, as applied to claim 8, Satapathy et al discloses the claimed 
invention except further comprising means for receiving an acknowledgement that the at 
least one message was received at the server, and presenting the acknowledgement. 

In the same field of endeavor, Provost et al teaches a means for receiving 
an acknowledgement (information about the status of the messages that have been 
sent, see p.4, [0101]) that the at least one message was received at the server 
(intermediary server 3 sends a message to the sender giving information about the 
status of messages sent to the mobile terminal 2 through the intermediary server 3, see 
p.4, [0101]), and presenting the acknowledgement (intermediary server sends a 
dynamic HTML page to the sender giving information about the status of messages 
sent, see p.4, [0101]). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Provost et al into the system of Satapathy for the benefit of 
enabling the sender to keep track of message progress. 

Regarding claim 10, as applied to claim 9, Satapathy discloses the claimed 
invention except further comprising means for receiving an acknowledgement that the at 
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least one message was sent from the server to the party, and means for presenting the 
acknowledgement. 

In the same field of endeavor, Provost et al discloses a means for 
receiving an acknowledgement that the at least one message was sent from the server 
to the party (acknowledgement of the receipt of the SMS ^message by mobile terminal 2 
is sent through the intermediary server 3 to the initial sender of the message, see fig. 1 , 
p.4, [0107]), and means for presenting the acknowledgement (acknowledgement of the 
receipt of the SMS message by mobile terminal 2 is sent through the intermediary 
server 3 to the initial sender of the message by email, see fig. 1 , p.4, [0107]). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Provost et al into the system of Satapathy for the benefit of 
providing a means for acknowledging that the destination mobile terminal has read a 
message sent from a transmitter terminal. 

6. Claims 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mckay (20020187788) in view of Provost et al (20040203948). 

Regarding claim 19, as applied to claim 16, Mckay discloses the claimed 
invention except wherein the instructions further comprise sending an 
acknowledgement to an originator of the command after the receiving. 

In the same field of endeavor, Provost et al discloses sending an 
acknowledgement to an originator of the command (sender of the message, see p.4, 
[0101]) after the receiving (intermediary server sends a dynamic HTML page to the 
sender giving information about the status of messages sent, see p.4, [0101]). 
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It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Mckay into the system of Satapathy for the benefit of enabling 
the sender to keep track of message progress. 

Regarding claim 20, as applied to claim 16, Mckay discloses the claimed 
invention except wherein the instructions further comprise sending an 
acknowledgement to an originator of the command after the sending. 

In the same field of endeavor, Provost et al discloses wherein the 
instructions further comprise sending an acknowledgement to an originator (sender of 
the message, see p.4, [0101]) of the command after the sending (acknowledgement of 
the receipt of the SMS message by mobile terminal 2 is sent through the intermediary 
server 3 to the initial sender of the message, see fig. 1, p.4, [0107]). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Provost et al into the system of Mckay for the benefit of 
providing a means for acknowledging that the destination mobile terminal has read a 
message sent from a transmitter terminal. 

7. Claims 12, 13, 14, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Satapathy (20040203607) in view of Boman et al (6,895,257). 

Regarding claim 12, as applied to claim 1 1 , Satapathy discloses the claimed 
invention except further comprising requesting a previously sent message from a 
server. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boman teaches requesting a previously 
sent message (email message, see col. 7, lines 62-63) from a server (user recalls email 
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and previously associated dictated notes from the server, see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 62-67, 
col. 8, lines 1-5). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Boman into the system of Satapathy for the benefit of 
improving the text and audio messaging features of portable devices. 

Regarding claim 13, as applied to claim 12, the combination of Satapathy and 
Boman et al disclose the claimed invention. 

Boman et al further discloses requesting that the server send the 
previously sent message to the party (user edits the recalled message and sends the 
message as an email message, see fig. 5, col. 8, lines 15-21). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
further modify the combination of Boman and Satapathy for the benefit of enabling a 
user to browse through email that is stored in the server. 

Regarding claim 14, as applied to claim 11, Satapathy discloses the claimed 
invention except further comprising requesting that a server send a transcript of the 
previously-sent messages to a destination. 

In the same field of endeavor, Boman et al teaches requesting that a 
server (server step 124, see fig. 5, col. 7, line 42) send a transcript of the previously- 
sent messages (short summaries of incoming email and voice mail, see abstract, col. 7, 
lines 30-43) to a destination (mobile communication device, see col. 2, lines 6-14). 
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It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teaching of Boman et al into the system of Satapathy for the benefit of 
enabling a user to browse through email that is stored in the server. 

Regarding claim 15, as applied to claim 12, the combination of Satapathy and 
Booman et al disclose the claimed invention. 

Boman et al further discloses receiving the previously sent message from 
the server (user recalls email and previously associated dictated notes from the server, 
see fig. 5, col. 7, lines 62-67, col. 8, lines 1-5). 

It would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
further modify the combination of Boman and Satapathy for the benefit of improving the 
text and audio messaging features of portable devices. 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Park (20050130632) discloses a method and device for providing information of 
unfinished call. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Olumide T. Ajibade-Akonai whose telephone number is 
571-272-6496. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8.30p-5p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on 571-272-7905. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 



872-9306. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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